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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

Faculty Minutes
1964-1965

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

March 3, 1965
To:

All Members of the Faculty

From:

John N. Durrie, Secretary

Subject:

March Meeting

The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held on
Tuesday, March 9th, in Mitchell Hall 101 at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda will include the following items:
1.

Election of a Vice Chairman of the Voting Faculty for
1965-66.

2.

Recommendation for a faculty representative on the Alumni
Association Board of Directors -- Professor Goode for
the Policy Committee.

3.

Election of two members-at-large of the Policy Committee,
to serve for terms of two years, 1965-67.

4.

Proposed undergraduate major in Portuguese -- Dean
Trowbridge for the College of Arts and Sciences.
(Statement attached.)

5.

Election of a faculty representative to the Administrative
Committee, to serve for a term of three years, 1965-68.

6.

Recommendation for an additional honorary degree at the
June Commencement -- Acting Dean Hendrickson for the
Graduate Committee.

7.

Nominations to fill nine vacancies on the Academic Freedom
and Tenure Committee as follows: four regular members
for two-year terms and five alternates for one-year terms.
(NOTE: The revised Policy on Academic Freedom and
Tenure -- February, 1964 -- has the following to
say about nominations: "Nominations shall be made
from the floor at the regular faculty meeting
preceding the election meeting. Additional names
may be placed in nomination by written petition
signed by five members of the Voting Faculty
presented to the Faculty Secretary at least ten
days before the scheduled election meeting."
Wresuma_ply the election meeting w~ll be o~
April 13:;l"The agenda for the election meeting
shall contain the names and departments of all
nominees." The following quotations from the
revised policy are also pertinent for purposes

of making nominations:
inomineeij shall be
members of the Voting Faculty with tenure {jinyone
whose tenure decision date has passed without
adverse notification has tenure under the
revised policYl ••• For the purpose of this
section, members of the Voting Faculty shall
include neither departmental chairmen nor
others designated as ex officio members of
the Voting Faculty in Art. I, sec. 1, (b) of
the Faculty Constitution. Not more than one
member of any department shall serve as a
regular member or an alternate on the Committee
at the same time ••• Regular Committee members
and alternates should be elected because of
their known independence and objectivity and
because they can be expected to exercise an
informed judgment concerning the teaching and
research qualifications of other faculty members.
11
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8.

Admission of non-resident students.

(Statement attached.)

9.

Report of the Retirement and Insurance committee -Professor Duncan.

10. Report on recent developments - President Popejoy

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
Faculty Meeting
March 9, 1965
(Summarized Minutes)
The March 9, 1965, meeting of the University Facult y was call ed
to order by President Popejoy at 4:05 p.m ~, with a quor um present .
Dr. Hill was elected Vice Chairman of the Faculty for 196 5-66 .
Upon the nomination of the Policy Committee, Profe ssor Fl eck
was designated faculty representative on t he Alumni As s ociation
B~ard ~f Directors. Professor St. Onge had submi t ted h i s r e signation from this post after a three-year term.
ProfessomCastonguay and Solomon were elected membe rs- at- large
of the Policy Committee for two-year terms, 1965-67.
Dean Trowbridge, for the College of Arts and Sciences , proposed
the establishment of an undergraduate major in Portugues e . This
recommendation was approved.
Professor Hoyt was elected faculty representative on the Admini strative Committee for a term of three years, 1965-68 .
Acting Dean Hendrickson, on behalf of the Graduate Commit tee,
proposed Palmer Hoyt, publisher of the Denver Post , for the
honorary degree of Doctor of Letters at t he June 4 Commencement
Exercises. This nomination was approved, and it was . r equ 7sted .
that the name of the proposed recipient be kept confi dential until
appr~val by the Regents and until the nominee's accept ance of the
President's invitation.
The following persons were nomi nated to fi l l nine vac anc ies on
fhe 1 ~c~demic Freedom and Tenure committee for 1965-66 (name~ of
ne-igible nominees are not included h e re): ProfessoIB Bunting,
Burley, Chreist, Dubois, Findley, Green, Hoff, Keller , May!
Thorn, Tuan, Ulibarri, Woodhouse, and Zintz. ~t was e xplained
tha~ ~he election meeting would be held on ~prl.l 13 ~nd t hat
add~t~onal names might be placed in nomina~ion by wr itten
petition signed by five members of the Voting Faculty p r esented
to the Secretary at least ten days before the meet ing .
It was recommended that the published qualit~tive . requ~rement
for admission of non-resident students be raised immediatelr

to a cumulative average of 2.5 on a 4 . 0 grading s yst7m • . Thi s
~ecommendation was approved, and th~ Di~ec tor of Adrni7s1ons was
lnst~ucted to apply this new criterion i n the proce ssing of
applications received from non-residents between now and t h e
deadline for 1965 fall applications.

.

Summarized Minutes, March 9, 1965 (Continued)
Professor Duncan, chairman of the Committee on Retirement and
Insurance made reference to a notice sent by the Committee to
all faculty members relating to recent amendments in the
Educational Retirement Act. He also noted a recommendation by
the Committee to the President that a ballot be sent to all
employees of the University covered by our health insurance
plan, asking for approval of maternity benefits to a maximum
of $200 per confinement. Approval of this benefit, it was
noted, would increase the monthly premium by $1.80, this
amount to be borne by all employees who have coverage for
dependents. Professor Duncan said that the President had
approved the circulation of the ballot.
President Popejoy reported briefly on the current legislative
session in Santa Fe. His remarks centered chiefly on (1) the
failure of the Board of Educational Finance to recognize the
higher costs of the doctoral program at UNM; (2) the distribution of the $8,000,000 state bond issue, voted by the
electorate in 1964, and a distribution formula for an
additional $42 500 000 bond issue to be presented to voters
next year; and' (3) 1 an increase in student fees, instituted
by the Legislature upon recommendation of the Board of
Educational Finance.
The meeting adjourned at 5:15 porn.
John N. Durrie, Secretary

1~9
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
MINUTES OF FACULTY MEETING
March 9, 1965

The March 9, 1965 meeting of the University
Faculty was called to order by President Popejoy at
4:05 p.m., with a quorum present.
PRESIDENT POPEJOY If you have noticed in the
Agenda, I believe the election.s will require a major share
of the time today. The first item on the Agenda has to
do with the election of a Vice Chairman of the Voting
Faculty for 1965-66. Mr. John Durrie, the Secretary,
will describe the duties of this office.
MR DURRIE They are very onerous, too ! The
Vice Chairman presides at meetings in the absence of
the President and the Academic Vice President or when
the presiding officer wishes to speak from the floor.
If there is more than one nominee, voting is to be by
ballot.
MEMBER

I nominate Dr. Harold Ried.

MEMBER

Second.

MEMBER

I move nominations be closed.

MEMBER

I nominate George Arms.

MEMBER

I nominate Professor

MEMBER

Second.

POPEJOY
MEMBER

w. w.

Hill.

Any more nominations?
I move nominations be closed.

MEMBER Second.
favor

I

POPEJOY
say "aye."
FACULTY

There is a motion to close.
Aye.

All in

Election of
Vice Chairman
of Faculty
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POPEJOY Are you ready for the next vote? It
will be a little easier this time, I hope. Professor
Goode, Chairman of the Policy Committee, will make a
recommendation for a faculty representative on the Alumni Association Board of Directors. Professor Goode.
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PROFESSOR GOODE The Police Committee has
nominated Professor Fleck, Biology, to fill the vacancy
on the Alumni Association Board of Directors created by
the resignation of ProfeBsor St. Onge as the faculty representative to that body. Mr. Chairman, I move this be
approved.
PROFESSOR OLIVER Second •
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Nomination
of Faculty
Representative
on Alumni
Associa ion
Board of
Directors

Question.

POPEJOY

All in/favor, indicate by saying "aye."

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY opposed? •• carried. The third item
on the Agenda is the election of two members-at-large of
the Policy Committe to serve for terms of two years, 19 6 51967. The two-year terms of Professors Goode and Chreist
expire at the end of this semester. Mr. Durrie.

51

. . no a
ni

They are closed.

DURRIE I think you all have a ballot. If
you will please list all of the nominations alphabetically on your ballot -- which I have done on the board
and then put a number after the name, indicating your
choice. In other words, there should be a number after
each name, indicating your choice.
(The balloting takes
place.)
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DURRIE The constitution defines the Comrnit7ee
as follows: The Policy Committ~e is empowered to define
duties, nominate members, and designate chairmen f~r the
standing committees of the University Faculty, subJect to
consultation with the President of the University and confirmation by the Voting Faculty; to schedu7e reports from
any of these committees at designated meetings of the
University Faculty· to consider matters of educational .
Pol'icy in general whenever
'
such matters are no t appropriate

Election of
Members-at
Large to
Policy
Committee

.q ,

ae
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to any special committee; to make reports and recommendations direct to the University Faculty for action by
that body; and to express to the Regents and others Faculty
points of view when authorized to do so by the Voting
Faculty. By petition of members of the Faculty, singly
or in groups, the Policy Committee shall serve to represent such members before the Regents in any matter believed
worthy by the Committee.

a

The Policy Committee is elected as follows: One member
elected by each of the College Faculties; one member
elected by the Graduate Committee: and three members-atlarge elected by the Voting Faculty, of whom no more than
two shall be from any one college. (Since the carry-over
member-at-large for next year is from the College of Arts
and Sciences, this means that of the two members-at-large
to be elected today, not more than one may be from the
College of Arts and Sciences.) Deans and ex-officio
members are not eligible to serve on this Committee.

'l.

I

Cli

1

!t

, 'IO G

The Constitution states that after completing two successive
two-year terms on the Policy Committee, a member may not
serve again until two years have elapsed. Under this
ruling only Professors Goode, Jensen, and Wollman are
ineligible for this election. Also, of course, the
present members of the committee whose terms continue
through next year are ineligible.

n

Listed on the blackboard is the membership of the Policy
Committee as presently established for 1965-66, including
the following whose election by their colleges for the
196 5-67 term has recently been announced: Arts and
s ciences,
.
Professor Kahn·, Education, Professor Crawford;
F.
.
ine Arts, Professor McRae· Nursing, Professor Miller:
a d
'
n Pharmacy, Professor Stahl.
. .R.$!

If there are more than two nominees for member-at-large,

a

Vot·ing is
· to be by preferential ballot, and as before,

Please list all the nominees on your ballot alphabetically, indicating your preference by a number following
each mane. In order for your vote to be valid, there
must b ea number after the name of every nominee.
·
POPEJOY
C'l

O'I

.rd:

Nominations are now in order.

.q '
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MEMBER

Mr. Chairman, I nominate Professor

MEMBER
Sidney Solomon.

Mr. Chairman, I nominate Professor

MEMBER

Mr. Chairman, I nominate Professor

MEMBER

I nominate Dr. Castonguay.

Ryan.

Udis.

PROFESSOR MacCURDY

I move nominations be

closed.
POPEJOY
MEMBER

Is there a second.
Second.

POPEJOY

All in favor, say "aye."

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

Carried.

DURRIE Please mark your ballots in order,
then, with a number of preference following each name.
MEMBER Mr. Chairman, could you identify them
--what co 11 ege t h ey are f rom?
.
DURRIE Casto nguay, Engineering; Ryan, Education; Solomon, School of Mede cine; and Udis, Department
of Economics, College of Arts and Sciences.
(Balloting
takes place.)
isn't it?

POPEJOY
DURRIE

The next item is item 4, I believe,

Yes.

POPEJOY The proposed undergraduate major in
Portuguese. Dean Trowbridge.
• ·.1

.i:

qo

On the third page ~f the ~ime~9raphed material sent to you in advance of this meeting 1
a summary of this proposed change, a new ma j or in Portuguese. The requirements for the major are stated here.
DEAN TROWBRIDGE

New Unde rgraduate Major
in Portugue s e
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I don't think there is any necessity for cornrnent on
that, except that it is very closely parallel to the
requirements for other ~ajors in foreign languages
offered by the same department. There are also a few
brief comments providing some background. We have been
developing well in the Portuguese language for a good
many years here. We have a particularly s trong program
at the graduate level and, in fact, I think that in
recent years we have literally had the largest graduate
enrollment in Portuguese of any university in the country. We have not hitherto had a major, but with th
addition of two new courses it will be possible to offer
an undergraduate major.

I '
.i::
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V
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The College of Arts and Scien• es Faculty h
approved
the new major and, on behalf of the college f culty, r.
President, I move approval of the new program.

oq
1

MacCURDY
II

Cl.L

\ "l

POPEJOY
MEMBER
.i
jl

u

r; ,•

Second.

I

Are there any questions?
Question •

POPEJOY

All in favor, indicate by say·ng "aye."

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY Opposed? •• carried. Are you ready
for another election? This election is that of one
faculty representative to the Administrative Committee,
to serve for a term of three years, 1965-68, to replace
Professor Hibben, whd" serv- , the final year of Acting Dean
Hendrickson's term.
we need to explain that any,
Durrie?

lu

'n

bo

,

V

- om
l. n t

l!

I

\

·

.[

i

.i:

DURRIE Not necessarily. The Administrative
Coro~ittee is appointed by the PresidE!'lt (with the except ion of the three elected faculty member~ to perform such
duties as he may prescribe. A member is ineligible for
re-election to an immediate s ccessive term. If there re
more than two nominees the vote is to be by preferential
b
,
allot, as before.
POPEJOY

Nominations are in order.

Elec t ion
of Faculty
Representative
to Administrative
Committee
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0

MEMBER

Mr. Chairman, I nominate Georg

Keppers .
PROFESSOR FREEDMAN

Mr. Chairman, I nomin t

Ed Hoyt.
Mr. Chairman, I nomin te Dr. Gr nn -

MEMBER
mann.

6

-rwo:,

PROFESSOR BLUM Mr. Chairman, could you t 11
us any function this committee has ever perform d.

- j

1

y t

l n.t I.I

q

POPEJOY I have answered this qu e tion
time. Last year, I seem to remembe r, I indicat d
the committee kept no minutes, so it i impo ibl for
anybody ever to find out officially what the co
does. On the other hand, the committee lat ye r
at least fifteen times to work on the academic f
dom
and tenure matter after it had been worked on by ubcornmittees, and subsequently I believe the Po icy Committee worked on it, and then referr d it back to h
Administrative Committee -- and this was
very hardy
for the Administrative committee. As a result
h v
had no meetings of the Administrative Conunittee thi
so farl

..

BLUM

Mr. Chairman, I move nominat ion

MEMBER
Prof essor Blum.

I

have one more nomination.

r,

clo
I

nomin t

POPEJOY Is there a motion now to clos?
All in favor of closing the nominations, indi a
by
saying aye.
II

II

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

Opposed? .• carried.

DURRIE The same method as before, and I hink
this list on the board is alphabetical.
(Balloting ak
Place .)

'l

POPEJOY Item 6 on the agenda is
r co e d tion for an additional honorary degre a Commencement.
At·
c ing Dean Hendrickson.

omination
for Honorary
Degr
at
Comm nc men
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DEAN HENDRICKSON Last year the Faculty approved two men for honorary degrees for this Commenc ment. We have received very few nominations since th t
time and, of those received, the Graduate Commi
h
recommended E. Palmer Hoyt, Publisher of the Denv r Pot
who was nominated by Keen Rafferty •

-·

.i:

I move that the Faculty approve this recommendation and
recommend him to the Regents for granting of the hono
y
degree of Litt. D. If you have any question I sugg t
you address tl~m to Professor Rafferty.
TROWBRIDGE
be.

Second.

POPEJOY Are you ready to vote? You ap
All in favor, indicate by saying 11 aye. 11
FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

Opposed?

MEMBER

r to

No.

POPEJOY Carried. Now we have nomination to
fill nine vacancies on the Academic Freedom nd Tenur
Committee. Mr. Durrie.

II

DURRIE To repeat what is on the agenda, nominations are needed for the subsequent election of four
regular members for two-year terms and five alternate for
one-year terms. The revised Policy on Academic Freedom
and Tenure has the following to say about nominat·on:
"Nominations shall be made from the floor at the regular
faculty meeting preceding the election meeting. Additional names may be placed in nomination by written
petition signed by five menbers of the Voting Faculty
presented to the Faculty Secretary at least ten days
before the scheduled election meeting. [Pre urnably the
election meeting will be on April 13.] The agenda for
the election meeting shall contain the names and departments of all nominees.
11

0

)

The following quotations from the revised policy are al o
Pertinent for purposes of making nominations: "[nomin s]
shall be members of the Voting Faculty with tenure C nyon
Whose tenure decision date has passed without adverse
notification has tenure under the revised policy] ····
Por the purpose of this section, members of the Voting
aculty shall include neither departmental chairmen nor
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othe~designated as ex officio members of the Voting
Faculty in Art. I, Sec. 1, (b) of the Faculty Constitution. Not more than one member of any department shall
serve as a regular member or an alternate on the Committee at the same time •••• Regular Committee members
and alternates should be elected because of their known
independence and objectivity and because they can be
expected to exercise an informed judgment concerning the
teaching and research qualifications of other faculty
members." The rules also say that no regular Committee
member shall serve more than two consecutive two-year
terms. Under this ruling, only Professor Kahn is
ineligible.
0

Listed on the blackboard is the Committee as constituted
for the present academic year. The terms of Professors
Baughman, Crawford, Dabney, Newman, and Norman extend
through 1965-66 and the terms of the others expire at
the end of this semester.
POPEJOY

I thought we were through.

DURRIE There is no more voting, anyway. And
may I ask that, when making nominations, you please give
the nominee's department as well as his name.
POPEJOY

Nominations are in order.

MEMBER

I nominate Professor Freedman of English.

MEMBER

I nominate Professor Burley of Physical

MEMBER

I nominate Professor Dubois, Mathe-

MEMBER

Professor Varley, Sociology.

MEMBER

He is a chairman.

Education.
matics.

POPEJOY

He is Chairman.

That's right.

MEMBER

I would like to nominate Professor Tuan,

MEMBER

Professor Keller, Music.

Geography.

3/9/65 I P• 9

MEMBER I wanted to ask a question, Mr.
President. It says not more than one member from a
department at the same time: therefore, we have to be
sure none of the people nominated is in the departnents
listed above.
DURRIE

In the carry-over, this is right.

MEMBER

That means English, History ..•

DORRIE

Right.

MEMBER

That means we have to revise our list.

DORRIE

Well, we have to have sufficient nomi-

nees.
MEMBER
no Education.

Department of Education -- there i

DORRIE But you are perfectly right. I gue
there is no English (Professor Freedman's name is removed.)
ko~
MEMBER I nominate Wood, Sociology.

"'

MEMBER

I nominate Chreist, Speech.

MEMBER

I move nominations close.

DORRIE I don't think there are enough.
have to have 9 places.

'ltr

We

MEMBER

I nominate May, Civil Engineering.

MEMBER

I nominate Potter, Biology.

'l

SEVERAL MEMBERS
DORRIE
•j

Yes •

HENDRICKSON
DORRIE:
be next year.

. i.

He is Chairman.

May is a chairman, too

No, he is Acting Chairman

nd won't
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MEMBER

I nominate Ulibarri, Modern Languages.

MEMBER

I nominate Thorn, Electrical Engineer-

ing.
PROFESSOR FREEDMAN
ley, Biology.
MEMBER

I nominate Professor Find-

Zintz, Elementary Education.

DURRIE Excuse me, I didn't get the last one.
(The nomination was repeated.)
MEMBER

Hoff, Biology.

MEMBER

Green, Physics.

MEMBER

Professor Bunting, Department of Art.

MEMBER

Professor Norris, Nursing.

MEMBER

I move nominations be closed.

MEMBER

Second.

POPEJOY

All in favor?

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

opposed?

•• carried.

DURRIE No one has to be able to decipher this
except me, and I will take down the list and send it out
to you shortly.
POPEJOY The eighth item on the agenda has to
do with a recommendation for a new admission requirement
for out-of-state students -- non-resident students. A
memorandum has gone to you in this respect. We have Mr.
MacGregor here, who I believe placed this matter before
the Committee on Entrance and credits, and I believe
that Committee has also approved it. Mr.MacGregor, do
You want to ••• ?
MR. MacGREGOR Attached to the last page of
the material you received is the recommendation received

2 . 5 Admission
Requirement
for NonResident
Students
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from President Popejoy under date of March 3rd. This
recommendation was presented to the Committee for
approval. On behalf of the Committee on Entrance and
Credits, I would like to recommend approval by the
Faculty of the University of the immediate increase in
the qualitative requirement for admission of nonresident students to 2.5 on a 4.0 grading system.
PROFESSOR BAHM

0

• 'l

POPEJOY The chair usually doesn't speak to
motions, but as a matter of information, if I may say
that the t remendous increase we had in e nrollment the
second semester, based on a year ago comparison and
based upon the fact that fo!:fthe last three treating
years the Board of Educatiol\.f!Ml!EI: Finance has missed
the estimate for enrollments on the low side -- that is,
they have been on the low side and, in view of the
information which we read in regard to the pressure of
enrollment throug~~~the country, but mainly in the
northeast United States where, for example, the University of Massachusetts has turned away twelve thousand
new applications, I believe, for this coming year.
HENDRICKSON

That is more than we have got.

It was out thought -- by "our" I mean
those of us working at the Santa Fe level these days, that
we are at a place in our own enrollment problem where we
felt that it is necessary for us to try to develop a
budget upon the basis of the estimate we made, and if
we don ' t secure some kind of new regulation which will
inhibit the number of applications from out-of-state,
then we will not be able to operate the university on
the basis of the !ftimates which we have presented to the
Board of Education~snd Finance, and estimates which they
themselves have made. This is the main reason why we
have moved from the administrative level for this recomme~dation. Those of you who have bee~ on t~e faculty
quite a while will remember the administration moved on
the question of selective admission for in-state students
about six or seven years ago. We did say at that 7ime
we would use three years of counseling, or persuasive.
c~unseling for students so they would be properly not ified of the rule and then at the end of the three-year
Period, decided to make i~ final and effective. We
have been amazed to learn that we were able to live with
this rule in such comfort at the Santa Fe level, and
POPEJOY

l

Second the motion.
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other places in the State. We have had no critici m
to speak of as a result of that rule for in-state
students. Naturally we don't expect any opposition
to this new recorrunendation for out-of- tate tudent.
As a matter of fact, we feel compelled at times to
protect our position in regard to out-of-state student
because, as an institution, we have felt a
hrough
the years that out-of-state students mean a lot to the
educational processes and programs here and we constantly have to answer this question in the Legislature. One of the things that seems to sell them,
among others, is the fact that many of our faculty
people, in coming to the institution, want to find ut
right away whether or not out-of-state student will be
admitted here because they feel that if they can be
secure in that position then they would be willing to
come to the University of New Mexico, becaus thy want
a wide sweep of the population for the benefit of
students who might want to come here
So we have said
to the Legislature that this attitude improve the qu l'ty
of teaching for New Mexico students because the faulty
comes, in many cases, because we do admit out-of-st te
students. This seems to get across. They did ee fit
this time, however, to raise out-of-state tuition fee
rather sharply. we have resisted this unsuccessfully.
Even so, even with the higher fee involved, we feel
that this other step is necessary and we believe also
that it will have a great deal to do with the succe
of our teaching and other programs at the university.
FREEDMAN I have a question. Perhaps Mr.
MacGregor can answer it more specifically than perhaps
you can. Don't averages differ from high school to
high school and state to state outside the State of ew
Mexico? That is, if you take an arbitrary 2.5, will it
mean one thing in the East, another in the West and still
another in the deep South? Wouldn't it b: bet~er if it
Were more flexible, or can you tell at this point?
MacGREGOR well, there is no effective way of
Using a flexible cutting point at this time. I mean,
we have to tell people what they can expect. We have
7or years had a 2. cutting point for all student.,
including non-residents. We are at present working on
the adoption -- and we hope by the fall of 1966 -- of
national test as another requirement. It would be
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adopted, probably at the outset, and studied a while
before we used it to tie in with admission requirements but it certainly would be required, we hope,
by the fall of 1966 and when we get these two items,
then we can tie them in very well but where we only
have one criterion and this is a qualitative requirement, you have got to tell what they can expect and,
of course, requirements do vary. We are beginning to
~t applications from students from some of the better
stern prep schools. As you know, in many cases the
admission requirements of those schools are considerably higher than most universities, and the competitive situation within the school is a good one. The
standards are very high and, usually, them rking
system marks the student down considerably, so we
have for years had to face up to this type of an
average, and what we do in cases of that sort is
require some college board examination and, very
frequently, the achievement of that student will be
high enough that you can make an exception even though
he doesn't hit the cutting point, which is unrealistic
as far as the student is concerned -- and the machinery
does exist for this type of special consideration.
FREEDMAN

Thank you.

BLUM Has the percentage of under-graduate
students changed appreciably over the last few years,
does anyone know?

r

MacGREGOR We find a slight increase -- tendency
to increase -- in the number of non-resident students
as compared with resident students at the undergraduate
level. This rule, of course, is set up for the undergraduate student. we have a very definite indication
that the number of applications from non-residents have
been increasing during the last two or three years. As
President Popejoy pointed out, there is a great deal of
~oncern at the present time because many states are
Just candidly admitting that they are not now, and are
not going to be able for some years to come, to take care
of their own residents, and this in great numbers. our
~xperience after World war II was that, as soon as
institutions on the East coast began to fill, this
overflow came our way. I have no doubt ~e will ~ave
the same exper ience now. This time we will get it from
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both coasts and from the Middle West as well, and this
is a device intended to protect us against an overflo,
and particularly of students who are having difficulty
because of academic backgrounds of getting into other
institutions.
PROFESSOR IVINS

In connection with what Mr.

MacGregor just described, has the conunitte done anything about the ~runinent necessity of re-examining our
standards for in-state students?
MacGREGOR Not at the present time.
OLIVER I can see it would be impractical to
differentiate too far between New York and California,
but I wonder if it wouldn't be practical to differ nti.ate between accredited and non-accredited schools?

•

MacGREGOR This regulation is set up to apply to
accredited institutions. We have other requirement for
the so-called non-accredited. The American Associ tion
of College Registrars and Admissions Officers publi h
each year a little book used by most institutions which
is vital, which is called "Credit Given by Institution , "
and these institutions are rated within each st te by the
reporting institution for that state. The ratings ar
based, essentially, on accreditation by the region 1
accrediting association which has jurisdiction in th t
particular area but these schools, for example, that
have not rated regional accreditation normally are
rated by the reporting institution in the given state
which has had the experience of acceptance of cred' t
and how these students have performed in that institution. So these reports are given in that little annual
publication and it is kept up-to-date every year.
Now if a student comes to us from a school which i
not accredited by a regional accrediting as ~cia~ion~ but
~ne Whose credits are accepted by the reporting in
t
tion on validation, that requirement is fine • . we ~cce~t
these credits on the same basis as the reporting institution would accept them, but they must be va i~a d by
a minimum 2.0 average of the student's first th~rty
hours in residence at the Univer ity of New Mexico.

(
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PROFESSOR DRUMMOND Is it planned that
this new proposal will apply to junior college
transfer athletes as well as others?
MacGREGOR This proposal would apply to
any non-resident student applying for admission to
the university, subject to the normal machinery for
special consideration.
'I

POPEJOY

' _:_ ..:t
'l

Are there any other question?

PROFESSOR JACOBS Has thought been given
to the 3.0 average instead of 2.5, on the basis that
you wouldn't lower the percentage of out-of-st t
students but would raise their caliber? If the
average applies both to high school and university
transfer students, isn't there some kind of disp rity
of standard there?
MacGREGOR There has been general agr ement
in these distinctions, that eventually the univ r ity
probably will want to raise this requirement. It
felt best to start at a reasonable level to st rt
this move in that direction and give us a littl
opportunity to study the effects before we go to
higher standard.
PROFESSOR RAFFERTY Mr. Chairman, I
the acceptance of this propos 1.
MacGREGOR
RAFFERTY

ove

It has been moved.
It has been moved?

POPEJOY And there is a second.
any moy e discussion?

I

there

RAFFERTY Mr. Chairman, I think it is un ortunate to cut down on out-of-state students, and it
seems to me it can only be justified if, in fact,
Mexico imports more students than it exports -- nd
~ Wonder if you would have any figures on this subJect?
MacGREGOR The studies of the lat ye rs,
nd this has covered a considerable period, h
sho n
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an almost even balance between import and export of
students in the State of New Mexico.
POPEJOY
Actually the last ye r was a
larger import of out-of-state students than students
sent out of the state, to the extent of about 750.
RAFFERTY Could I ask a second que tion.
It seems to me this was done for budget consider tion
and it is usually done not by rising the entranc
requirements but rather by raising tuition. H
this
been considered?
POPEJOY I hope you wouldn't get the impression the recommendation was made on the b i of
budget. They are two separate items. The recomm nd
tion is made on the basis that many other st t
r
adopting similar rules for out-of-state tudents and
many other states are also adopting sirnil r rul
for
in-state tudents, and we are b ginning to f 1th
impact of 11 of these applic tions from other t t a
as a result of the fact that there are many students
that are not admissible to any of their own t t
institutions -- nd this is the kind of problem w
have. We have other ways of blocking the total
enrollment. If it reaches the t ndpoint, b ed on
student housing, for example -- that is another
situ tion.
RAFFERTY It seems to me that Professor
~acobs embraced a point that hasn't been made; that
is, if the influx of students tends to lower our
standards, it seems to me th t this requirement ould
tend tor ise the intellectual level of the student
body, which is good.
POPEJOY I think I should say, from the point
of view of information we hav
bout other institution
those with the highest kind of drni sion requiremen t
are also dmitting a few students with much low r
requirements than what they normally do. They are
doing this at Columbia, for ex ple, and doing it t
some of the Ivy League schools because they fe l -maybe this is the point you re trying to mak -- th Y
f~el it is necessary to have
maximum of the tudent
Wlth varying intellectual cap city.
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PROFESSOR SELINGER Could you tell us what
the increase in tuition for next year for out-of-state
students will be?
POPEJOY The tuition raise for out-of-state
students next year, for the whole year, will be $123.00
more.
MEMBERS

Question.

Question.

POPEJOY There is a call for the question.
All in favor, indicate by saying "aye."
FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

Opposed?

(No from several members.)

Carried.
Professor Duncan has a report from the Retirement and Insurance committee.
PROFESSOR DUNCAN Mr. President, members of
the Faculty, you have received a notice from the Committee which relates to the amendments to the Educational Retirement Act, incorporated in House Bill 36
which was signed by Governor Campbell.

I can now report that House Bill 31 has been
approved by the House and the Senate and will probably
be signed by the Governor as soon as a technical amendment added in the senate has been approved by the House.
This bill amends the Act to give members military service
credit to a maximum of five years in addition to any
other out-of-state credit he may have. I should add
that this morning's paper carries the news that Governor
Campbell signed this bill into law yesterday.
The Committee has also made the recommendation
to President Popejoy that he circulate a ballot to the
~mployees of the university covered under our health
insurance plan to ask for approval of maternity benefits
to a maximum of $200 per confinement. The increase in
P7emium of $1. 8 0 per month to carry this increased benefit would be borne only by employees who have coverage

Report from
Retirement
and Insurance
Committee;
Ballot to
Determine
Institution of
Maternity
Benefits
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for dependents, including those whose dependents are
beyond the child-bearing age.
You will recall that when the University first
adopted health insurance, it was the consensus of the
faculty that health insurance was needed to provide
assistance in the case of unexpected large expense for
health. Maternity benefits seemed not to fall into
this category. The Committee in deciding to recommend
the reversal of this attitude regarding maternity benefits has done so chiefly because of the following two
factors:
1. Since the claims paid out under our health
insurance are greater in the upper age brackets, it seems
equitable to give the younger members the relief afforded
by maternity benefits.
2. The inclusion of maternity benefits is
becoming more and more a feature of health insurance
programs, with the result that it is expected by younger
people who join the University community. It is thus
an important consideration for recruitment of personnel.
It is expected that if approved the new rates
would go into effect July 1, 1965 and the first date for
a claim in this category would be nine months later.
Mr. President, I would try to answer any
questions you may have.
BLUM
DUNCAN
BLUM

Do we move for this?

I beg pardon?
I didn't hear.

Do you move for this?

DUNCAN No. I think this is a report that
doesn't need to be adopted. The committee recommends
it and the President will ballot the people covered to
see Whether they would approve it. The assump~ion.is
that if a majority of those balloted approve, it will
go into effect.
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PROFESSOR PAPCSY Does this have any effect
on deferred income, or retirement funds set aside?
DUNCAN

You mean the so-called tax-deferred

annuity?
PAPCSY No, not tax-deferred. The amount
deducted from salary, do you have a release for
deferred income in that amount?
DUNCAN
retirement, no.

It is not money put in the regular

FREEDMAN To what extent does the Committee
concern itself with recruitment in determining policies
on insurance? My question is this: If this is a major
consideration, has the whole question of retirement and
insurance plans been considered in the light of recrui t ment? For example, if you belong to ·T.I.A.~. and could
transfer completely funds in retirement and insurance ,
this would be surely another recruitment inducement.
DUNCAN The existence of the Committee means
that we concern ouc selves necessarily with these matters.
We attempted to get inclusion in the T.I.A.~. plan, but
when the new laws were passed in 1957, the Legislature
balked in giving us that privilege.
FREEDMAN Is the Committee continuing in its
attempts to get the T.I.A.A. retirement plan?
DUNCAN

On the part of our Committee?

FREEDMAN some members of the Committee do
discuss it from time to time?
DUNCAN

That's right.

I would like to say I would be very much
in favor of this particular thing, particularly in view
of the fact that the people in the department are getting
much younger -- or else I am getting older. At any
rate, I think it will be a very useful division and
Perhaps Bob would like to talk bout it. certainly next
Year we intend to close the death gap, if possible.
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DUNCAN Yes. Some of the faculty may be
interested in the fact that I went to Santa Fe at the
time House Bill 36 was under consideration by the
Educational Committee in the Senate, prepared to
offer an amendment to the bill at that time which would
make this pro tection available to people who had ten or
fifteen years of service but otherwise were not eligible
to retire. But I discovered when I arrived that the
skids had been greased so well to pass this bill, House
Bill 36, that it had gone through without any opposition
vote at all in the house and I feared that to offer an
amendment at that point might be a roadblock which
would mean we would lose the advantages that this bill
provides, you see, so I just kept silent -- and of
course I like to think that the fact that the bill went
through without any opposition in the Senate Committee
or Senate itself, or any objection on the part of the
Governor, was partly due to the fact that we did keep
quiet on this particular point.
I do think it is possible to make a representation to the Legislature in such a way that we can close
this death gap. That is to say, we can make the protection available to your beneficiaries for persons who have
periods of service of fifteen -- or ten years, since we
have disability retirement available to people with ten
years of service.
POPEJOY Thank you. Mr. Durrie, has the
memorandum about the vote -- I sent it to you -- about
this vote Professor Duncan is talking about .•• ?
DORRIE
POPEJOY
next day or two.

Oh, yes.

Yes.

so it will come to you people in the

Report on
It is five, or later, and I am not in any mind
Legislative
or position to make a lengthy statement about the report
session
events. I suppose that Mr. Durrie had in mind the
act that I have been in Santa Fe a lot lately and t hought
Perhaps I might be able to say something about that

;f
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activity up there. Frankly, I haven't had very many
nice things to say about the situation in Santa Fe -as you probably know -- and it has bee~mainly centered
on the fact that the Board of Education~
Finance has
not seen fit to recognize the fact that the University
of New Mexico is the major graduate training institution
in the State and has practically all of the Ph.D. work
going on on our campus. But I will say that we have
finally convinced the Board of Educatio~ ~
Finance
that these differences do obtain in the states around
us, and in the nation, and that the Board of EducationcJ
.anti Finance has asked the Executive Director to make
study of this problem, even though there are dozens of
studies available, so that in subsequent years ~ere i
a strong possibility that the Board of Educatio~
Finance will recognize the difference in costs of Ph.D.
education to the extent that differential treatment
will be given in the appropriation bill.
It may be that this is a slight victory. At
least, they recognize the theory at last and the money
might come along later.
The other point has to do with the distribution of bond issue money, which really stirred up a
storm this year as far as the educational institutions
were concerned. After we had all worked throughout the
bond issue campaign, with much effort on the part of
staff members, alumni and friends, we came away from
the meetings where the divisions were made with the
feeling that here at the university and at Eastern New
Mexico that proper recognition was not given to the
fact that students count just as much here as they do
~lsewhere and that taxpayers, in voting for the bond
issue, actually probably meant that when they voted for
the total -- that each student should be treated the
same way generally.
We probably made more noise than the many laws
w~uld indicate. We actually received three and a quarter
million out of the bond issue and we had hoped we would
receive at least three and a half million but we lso,
here, made quite a case out of it nd to the extent tha~
the Board of Finance, as you know, sent the recommendation
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of the Board of Educatio~
Finance back to that Board
for reconsideration. They reconsidered on the basis of
a hearing, et cetera, but then decided that, under the
circumstances, they didn't want to change their minds
but, out of this, came the direction to the committee
to study distribution plans for future bond issues and
there is a bill in the House now which is being supported
by the institution which will have one election come up
for bond issues for the next ten years, whereas elections
in the past have been for just the immediate bond proceeds available on the basis of a one-time issue.
This bond issue, under
it possible to vote on forty-two
bonds to be issued over the next
the University could be expected
share, we hope.

the law, would make
million dollars for
ten years, out of which
to get its appropriate

In working over this legislation the last few
days, we have been able to convince the other persons
-- which is a tremendous job, incidentally -- that students are the important parts of this problem; that the
problem for New Mexico is that we have some 20,000-plus
students nd, in the next decade, will have almost twice
that many, and almost half that increase will be right
here on this campus, and we finally got through the point
that most of the criteria used in the distribution of
this bond issue money will revolve around the whole element of student enrollment at different levels, such as
undergraduate and graduate,and will also revolve around.
the fact that many faculty people engage in research which,
at the oment, has nothing to do with the instruction of
students -- not in the pres nee of the faculty member
Yh~n his research is taking place -- but, with these.
criteria, we were able to broaden the scope of the distribution formula and to fill it out in more detail.
This
pleases us very much , but we have many more. yards
t
0 go, because after it goes to the committee, it goes
to the House floor and then the Senate, of course, will
have to act on it, but since it does have now the support
of all the institutions we feel we have a good opport •
h
unity -- an excellent opportunity -- to secure t e
Passage of the bill as now constituted.
I

As far as the regular budget is ~onberned~ we
are again leaving with the Board of Educatio~ Finance
recommendations with the main objection I have already
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mentioned, namely, the failure to recognize the additional costs for Ph.D. -- doctorate educational instruction costs. Aside from that, as I mentioned a moment
ago, the Legislature has seen fit to increase student
fees without asking us about that matte:Qat all and, as
a . matter of fact, the Board of EducationA -MIQ Finance
didn't ask for a hearing on the problem. That is one
thing. The other matter was that he decided -- when I
say 11 he 11 in this instance I am refwring to the Executive
Director of the Board of Educatio.i"SKl Finance -- he
decided that, for example, if we a~e charging for summer
sessions enough fees to balance our budget, that we would
continue to do that in the future even though that charge
was considerably higher than the rate he recommended for
regular tuition charges. He took credit for all higher
charges taking place next year which, in a sense, mens
that next year university students will be putting out
24% of the cost of education whereas this year they are
putting up about 20% and, since some of the other
institutions don't use this same principle of trying to
make the summer school balance, for example, or even
the class program balance, they continue on the basis
of about 25%. This doesn't sound very complex to me
and I know it doesn't to you, but the Executive Director
decided he would tell the Legislature that no uniformity
was used in computing these fees, that each institution
~as taken separately, and if the Legislature would get
into it, he would be willing to support a program of
uniform treatment for all of the institutions. But it
seemed that this was too complex for them to get into
at.this session, so we -are going to have to live with
this what we consider unfair decision for the students.
We do -- Mr. Perovich and I, of course, are
~ot asleep on this matter and we are using all of ~e
7ngenuity we can bring into our offices to work this.out
in such a manner that the students will not be penalized
as much as they would appear to be.
That is about it. Dr. ouncan has given you a
wonderful report on the retirement bill, which represents a change in policy and, from our poin~ of vie~,
should be of considerable assistance to us in recruit-

,
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ing because it does give these options to the Faculty
even before they reach retirement age.
Are there any questions?
Is there a motion to adjourn?
Adjournment, 5:15 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

John N. Durrie,
Secretary

COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES
CURRICULAR CHZ\NGE TO BE PROPOSED AT
COLLEGE FACULTY MEETING March 9, 1965

New Major in Portuguese
Requirements for major~
30 hours in Portuguese courses,
including 301, 302, 351, 357; and two years of college
work in another foreign language {or reading knowledge).
COMMENT~
For several years the department has had one of the strongest graduate programs in the country. The faculty includes
four well-qualified teachers of Portuguese, two of them
native speakers. Enrollments in the language during
Semester I, 1964-65 totalled 151 at the lower-division
level and 223 over all.
Introduction of a new undergraduate major in Portuguese was
included in a proposal for a Language and Area Center for
Latin American Studies, submitted to the U.S. Office of
Education in January, 1965. The department has the resources
to offer the major even if the proposal is not successfu ..
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
March 3, 1 9 65
To:
From:

General Faculty
President Tom L. Popejoy

Subject:

Admission of Non-resident Students

The predicted tidal wave of student enrollments has arrived with
some critical implications for the Univers i ty o f New Mexico and
other collegiate institutions in the Southwest. I t has become
increasingly clear that publicly supported, as well as p r ivately
supported, universities and colleges in many are as of the eastern
and middle western United States are finding it impossible to
expand their facilities rapidly enough to meet the e ducational
needs of large numbers of their own residents. Some, e ven by
formal programs of state subsidy intended to defr ay some portion
of non-resident tuition, are encouraging their c ollege-bound
students to seek admission to universities and c o l leges in less
~ro~ded areas of the country. Both experience and current evidence
i~dicate that the University of New Mexico will be asked to consider its share and more of these non-resident col lege applicants .
We are concerned that the accelerated influx o f n on- resident applic ants is upon us now and, unless the flow i s stemmed, will expand
e nrol lments as early as this coming fa ll semester c~nsiderably
~eyond budgeted staff and facilitie s . The 196 5 spring enrollment
is greater by two or three hundred students than was a n t i cipated .
Allowing for a normal carryover from this y ear' s.increa~ed.
enrollments and an already discernible incre ase in applications
from new students, the prospect looms large that we wil l exceed
budgeted enrollment for the 1965 f all s emester.
In the belief that non-resident enrollments are t he logi cal area
for limitation i t is recommended that the publ ished qualitative
~equirement fo~ admission of non-resident student s be rai s ed
immediately to a cumulative average of 2. 5 on a 4 . 0 gradin g s~stem
and that the Director of Admissions be i nstructed to apply this
new criterion in the processing of applic ations received from.
n~n-residents between now and the deadline f or 19 6 5 fa l l applications. It is felt that this upgrading of adrnissio~ r eq~ i remen~s
for students from outside the State of New Mexico wi l l, i f applied
now, provide a sufficient brake for the i mmediate futu r e on
accelerating non-resident enro llments.

